REVISED 5/21/04

APPROVED CALENDAR for the week

CAL# DKT#
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May 24 through May 28, 2004

United States of America
v. Moshe Milstein

Kenneth E. Oechsner

v. Connell Limited Partnership, et al

Avondale Industries, Inc.

Kenneth E. Oechsner, et al
v. Covanta Energy Corporation

Deutsche Bank Securities
v. Carl H. Lowenson.
Stephenson Equity Company

Security Insurance Co. Of Hartford
v. Old Dominion Freight Line, Inc.

Pierre Joseph
v. Price Costco

TIME ALLOTTED

(10)
(10)

(14)
(7)
(7)

(8)
(8)

(14)
(7)
(7)

(10)
(10)

(5)
(5)

05/21/04 (RD)

Please note: Video-conference cases will be heard at the top of the day calendar.



Tuesday

May 25
10:00am 1480 03-1504 United States of America (8)
Rm.1705 v. Raymond Valencia (8)
1601 03-2464 Shallicke McRae (8)
v. People of the State of New York (8)
04-0147-cv Sandra Jones, et al (10)
v. Raymond Kelly (10)
1461 03-9136 Sandra Kane (12)
v. Comedy Partners, et al (12)
1553 03-7692 Gerling Global Reinsurance Co. (12)
v. ACE Property & Casualty Ins. Co. (12)
Wednesday
May 26 1848 03-0050 Shabaka Shakur (8)
10:00am v. Donald Selsky, et al (8)
Rm.1705

1845 03-0076 Ben-Siyon Ish Yerushalayim (8)
v. United States Dept. of Corrections (8)

1511 03-7879 Sotheby’s Financial Services, Inc. (10)
v. Michael Christopher Baran (10)

1429 03-6214 Brae Loch Manor Health Care, et al (10)

v. Tommy G. Thompson (10)
1474 03-1485 United States of America (10)
v. Frank J. Bifulco (10)

1708 03-0266 Brian Bacon
v. United States of America On Submission



Thursday

May 27
10:00am 399 02-0088 Jose Ortiz } ()
Rm. 1705 v. D. McBride, et al } ()
377  02-0105 Julio Giano ()
v. Glen Goord, et al } ( )**
697 02-0145 Lawrence Johnson } ()
v. Ronald Testman, Lonnie James } ()
710 02-0164 John Hemphill ( )**Burlington
v. State of New York, et al } ( )**

ABNEY V.NYS DEPT OF CORRECTION

699 02-0241 Horace Abney ( )**Burlington
v. John McGinnis, et al } ( )**
Michael Di Pompo } ()

The plaintiffs will be given 15 minutes, to be divided or not as they choose, to argue the question of
whether a per se requirement of absolute exhaustion should apply to claims brought by prisoners, or
whether a more complex rule is appropriate. The government will then have 15 minutes to respond.
Subsequently, each plaintiff will be given 7 minutes to argue the particulars of his case, with 7 minutes

per case allowed for the government’s reply.



Thursday

May 27
10:00am 1449 03-1198 United States of America (10)
v. Richard Stewart (10)
Friday
May 28
10:00am 1588 03-7957 Lori Wagner (10)
Rm. 1705 v. First Unum Life Ins. Co. (10)
1485 03-7820 Barbara M. Jones (10)
v. NYC Health & Hospitals Corp. (10)
1546 03-1649 United States of America (10)
v. Edgar Rivas (10)
1806 03-9000 Phoenix Aktiengesellschaft (10)

v. Ecoplas, Inc. (10)
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